Index by unknown
INDEX
ADVERTISINO
methods of, by divorce lawyers, 351-353; statutes
against, by divorce lawyers, 354-355; disbarment
proceedings brought for, 355:356; difficulties in
curbing, of divorce, 356-357; need for federal law
against, by divorce lawyers, 357-
AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION
studies federal legislation against divorce advertis-
ing, 357; committee of proposes recognition of
foreign equity decrees, 389.
ARxANsAs
residence requirements for divorce lowered in, 348.
Assocwi.noN OF THE BAR OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK
efforts of, to curb divorce lawyer advertising, 321.
357-
dtherton v. AtherIon, 371.
BALLARD, G. A.
article (with Frank W. Ingram): The Business of
Migratory Divorce in Nevada, 302.
BATES, LiNDELL.T.
article: The Divorce of Americans in France, 322.
Baumann v. Baumann, 392-393, 397.
BERoxsoN, RoLo
article: The Divorce Mill Advertises, 348.
BIGAMY
rarity of prosecution for, against party remarrying
after void divorce decree, 339-34r, 343; liability
to prosecution for, 349, 353-354.
BISHoP, JOEL P.
Marriage and Divorce, quoted, 36o.
BRExxY, H. C.
article: A Note upon Migratory Divorce of South
Carolinians, 329.
CAMPECISI
divorce legislation in, 312.
CAPPR., AxTMat, 289.
CAxRANZA, VENUsMAO
reformz of Mexican divorce laws by, 31Z.
Cesareo v. Cesareo, 395.
CHAMBEES OF COansRcz
activity of, in promoting migratory divorce, 350.
Chicago Tribune, 327.
CHIHAHUA
divorce legislation in, 312, 319-320; constitution-
ality in Mexico of mail-order divorces of, 316;
grounds for attacking migratory divorce in, 320-
321; advertising of divorces in, 352.
CoNFLICT oF LAWS
Restatement of, "371. See JuRisDicTroN, DIVORCE
JURISDICTION, DOMICIL, FULL FArI ATH CR I
CLAUSE.
CONSTITUTION, U. S.
proposal for marriage and divorce amendment t
289.
CONSTITUTIONAL LAW
significance of jurisdictional rules in, 335-331
validity of injunctions restraining proceedings i
other states, 374. See DIVORCE JURISDICTION; Fin
FmAT AND CREDIT CLAUSE, Mwxico.
DECLARATORY JUDGMENTS
use of, to declare rights affected by migratory d
vorces, 370, 391-397, desirability of, 395-397; re
ognition of, under full faith and credit clause, 39
DETxorr
experiment of Wayne Co. Circuit Court in, to pn
tect absent wives of alien divorce plaintiffs, 36,
367, its results, 368-369. See FRIEND O1T
CoURT. "
DIVORCz
considered in relation to migratory divorce, 29:
301, 346-347; effect of status of women on, 29
299; grounds for, in Nevada, 304-307; grouni
for, in Mexico, 317-318; grounds for, in Franc
323; prohibition of, in South Carolina, 329-33,
problems caused by, of immigrant workers wii
wives in Europe, 361-369. See MIGRATORY 1)
VORCE.
DIvoxcE JURISDICTIoN
Nevada law as to, 305-308; Mexican decisions
to, 314-3x6; French decisions as to, 323-32:
domicil of party, as basis for, 337-338, 36o-36
372, 375.
DIVORCE LEGISLATION
proposals for state and federal, 289, prospects fc
290.
proceedings! brought against advertising divot,
lawyers, 355-356.
Dodge . Campbelly, 395-.
Dolcnm
right of married women to separate, in Mexic
315, under common law, 338, 360-361, as comp]
cating factor in divorce jurisdiction, 361; of part
as basis for divorce jurisdiction, 337-338; rules d
termining, 338, 375.
DY ERs, REV. SAMUEL W, 289.
EL PASO
advertising lawyers in, 355.
Equn-r
See IN 7UGToN.
ESTOPPEL
doctrine of, as used to prevent attack on vol
divorce decreer, 339"340.
EVANS, JoHN GARY, 330.
MIGRATORY DIVORCE-INDEX
FLORIDA
residence requirements for divorce lowered in,
348; debate on bill for this purpose in, 348-349.
Forrest v. Forrest, 383.
FRANCE
introduction.of divorce in law of, 322; frequency
of divorce in, 322; estimate of volume of American
divorce migration to, 322-323; grounds for divorce
in law of, 323; French coliffict of liws as to, 323;
jurisdictional rules in divorce law of, 323-325;
effect of American divorce decrees in, 325; effect
of divorce decrees of, 325; striking features of di-
vorce law of, 326; validity of divorce decrees of,
in United States, 327; reasons for popularity of, as
divorce mill, 327; reasons for decline in popularity
of, 328.
FRIEND OF THE COURT
activities of official, in Wayne Co., Mich., in pro-
tecting absent wives of alien divorce plaintiffs,
364-369.
FULL FAIT AND CREnrr CLAUSE
enforcement of other states' divorce decrees under,
in South Carolina, 330, generally, 336; recognition
under, of injunctions restraining foreign divorce
actions, 388-390, of declaratory judgments, 397.
GEIKIE-COBB, REV. W. F., quoted, 300.
GENERAL FEDERATION OF WOMEN'S CLUBS, 289.
GEO RcA
marriage and divorce in, compard to same in
South Carolina, 332-333.
Gould v. Gould, 327-
GRovEs, EurEsr R.
article: Migratory Divorces, 293.
Haddoc-k v. Hadoc-k, 289, 348, 371.
HARPER, FowLER V.
article: The Myth of the Void Divorc, 335.
HAVANA
publicity as to divorces in, 350.
Henry v. Henry, 394.
Hilton v. Guyot, 327.
HoT SPRINGS
publicity as to divorces in, 350.
IDAHO
residence requirements for divorce lowered in, 348.
IMMIGRATION LAWS
effect on divorce of immigrant workers, 36x-362,
368.
INcRAm, FRANK W.
article (with G. A. Ballard): The Business of
Migratory Divorce in Nevada, 302.
INJUNCTIONS
use of, to restrain resort to migratory divorce,
370-391; legal basis of, restraining foreign pro-
ceedings generally, 373-376, restraining foreign di-
vorce actions, 376-385; legal consequences of, re-
straining foreign divorce actions, 386-390, social
consequences of, 390-391-
INTERNAntONAL DIVORCE
see DIVORCE, FRANCE, MEXICO, MIGRATORY DI-
VORCE.
INTERNArIONAL MIGRATION SERVICE
activities of, in protecting absent wives of alien
divorce plaintiffs, 364-369.
JACOBs, ALBExT C. .
article: The Utility of Injunpcions and Declaratory
Judgments in Migratory Divorce, 370.
Johnson v. Johnson, 376, 386.
JURIsDICTION
significance of rules of, as to judicial action gen-
erally 335-336; over defendant in suits to restrain
foreign divorce actions, 381-383. See Dvoitcz
JuRISDICTIosf.
Kernpson v. Kempson, 378, 382.
LAw
lag between, and changing status of women, 298;
conflicting needs for stability and elasticity in, 341-
342, "void" divorce as exemplifying adjustment of,
to these needs, 342; effect of disparity between
rules of, and official behavior on public attitude
toward, 342-344; importance of formulating, in
terms of official behavior, 344-346.
Ltwvxs
see ADvEwrisiNG, AmERICAN BA. AssOCiATxON, Dis-
AILENT.
LEoAL AID SocIETEs
work of, in protecting families deserted by divorce
seekers, 357-359; work of, in Detroit in protecting
absent wives of alien divorce plaintiffs, 367-369.
LICHTENBERRGE, J. P.
estimate of volume of migratory divorce by, 293.
McCarty v. McCarty, 329.
MARRIAGE
considered in relation to migratory divorce, 296-
301.
MA , sAL, LEON C, quoted, 293.
prohibition of law advertising in, 354.
MAY, GEOFREY, quoted, 293.
Mead v. Merrit, 383, 384.
Mewco
divorce laws -before revolution in, 3!o-3zz; rc-
formed federal divorce laws of, 3i, grounds for
divorce under, 317-3r8, procedure under, 318-319,
post-revolutionary state divorce legislation, 312;
volume of American divorce migration to, esti-
mated, 312; prominent Americans divorced in,
312; constitutional law of, as affecting divorce,
313-317; jurisdictional requirements for divorce
in, 314-317; future of migratory divorce in, 321;
advertising of divorces in, 352.
MIcIoAN
See DETROIT FRIND OF Ti COURT
MIGRAToRY DIvoxCE
social significance of, 293-301; public attitude
MIGRATORY DxvoRcE-I EX
toward, 293-295; estimates of volume of, 293,
37o n.; considered in relation to divorce generally,
295, to marriage generally, 296; social influences
stimulating resort to, 295-296; effect of, upon law
in strict states, 298; development of Nevada as re-
sort for, 303-305; legal provisions in aid of, in
Nevada, 305-309; Mexican laws -in aid of, 312,
319-320; legal status of, in Mexico, 313-36, 320-
321; development of France as resort for, 322-328;
fostering of, by divorce mills and lawyers, 348-
354, efforts to curb, 355-357; social cost of, 349;
resort to, by poor, 349-350; work of legal aid
societies in aid of victims of, 357-359; utility of
injunctions and declaratory judgments in, 370-
397. See DIvoRcE, DIvoRcE JUISDICTIoN.
MoRELoS
divorce legislation in, 312; fictitious divorce de-
crees issued in, 3x3, 357; constitutionality of di-
vorces of, in Mexico, 314.
NAVY DEPARTMENT, U. S.
aids legal aid societies in migratory divorce cases,
358.
NEVADA
area and population of, 302; early divorce and di-
vorce legislation in, 302-304; public interest in, as
divorce center, aroused by famous English case,
303-304, by advertising lawyer, 3o5; grounds for
divorce in, 304, 307; changes in residence require-
ments for divorce in, 305-307, 348, their interpre-
tation, 3o6-3o9; centralization of divorce business
in, 3o6; procedural provisions to facilitate divorce
in, 307-309.
NEw EsosrLD DIvoxCE REroRM LEAu E, 289.
NEW JEREY
as source" of Nevada divorce business, 305; use of
injunction in, to restrain foreign divorce actions,
377-379, 382-384; use of declaratory judgments in,
to declare rights affected by migratory divorces,
394-396.
NEw YORK
as source of Nevada divorce business, 305; use of
injunctions in, to restrain migratory divorces, 377-
378, 381-384; use of declaratory judgments in, to
declare rights affected by migratory divorces, 392-
397-
New York Daily Mirror
divorce lawyer advertisements in, 351.
New York Herald Tribune
divorce news in Paris -edition of, 327; divorce
lawyer advertising in, 357.
New York Times
quoted, 3x2.
NOxTH CAROLINA
marriage and divorce in, compared to same in
South Carolina, 333-
PARIs
See FwNc3L
PENNSYLVANTA
governor of, proposes conference on uniform di-
vorce legislation, 289.
PActorial Review, 289.
POPENOE, PAUL B., 300.
PUBLICATION
inadequacy of service by, as notice to alien divorce
defendant, 363.
RENO
growth of, 305; divorce information supplied in,
350. See NEVADA.
Renvoi
In French divorce law, 323, 324.
RESIDENCE
See Domicit., DIvOR cE JuRISDICTIoN.
Rex judicata
doctrine of, as used to prevent attack on void di-
vorce decrees, 340; as basis for recognition of in-
junctions retraining foreign actions, 389; declar-
atory judgment as, 397.
Retatement of Conflict of Laws, 371.
Richman v. Richman, 391-
ROOSEVELT, TnsODoox
message to Congress on divorce legislation, 289.
Schneider r. Schneider, 394.
Scribners, 3x2.
Solicitation
see ADvE-rTuNo.
Somberg v. Somberg, 394.
SONORA
divorce legislation in, 312.
Sotr CAROLINA
development leading to prohibition of divorce in,
329-33o; strict attitude toward divorce of courts
in, 330, of public opinion in, 330-331; change of
public dpinion in, 330, 333-334; increase in num-
ber of divorces in, 331; migration from, to Geor-
gia for divorce, 332-333; migration from Georgia
to, for marriage, 333, from North Carolina, 333.
STATE DEPARTMENT, U. S.
warns -against fictitious Morelos divorce decrees,
357-
STORY, JoSEPH, Conflict of Laws, quoted, 36o.
SUMMERs, L5ONEL M.
article: The Divorce Law: of Mexico, 310.
divorce legislation in, 312.
TLLmw, BxNyAumi R., 330.
Union Pacific R. R. v. Rule, 389.
W.AmHoum, DAVID W.
article: Protecting the Absent Spouwe in Interna.
sional Divorce: The Detroit Experimenl, 360.
WAsuNo-aoq
prohibition of law advertising in, 3.4.
WAYNE COUNTY
see DEraorr.
WOMEN
status of, in relation to divorce, 297-299. See
Dowcrz
YUCATAN
divorce legislation in, 312; constitutionality of di-
vorces of, in Mexico, 313.
